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whojji the Unifqd;States could, deal, said he 
gfew/unhappy.with thd product that I re- 
ceived” from many Soviet-Third World an- 
alysts. “It. was:. ^liberal. versus conservative 
bias,” 5 he -said. “Not a ; healthy ; situation, I 
scarcely need add.” 

The problem for the senators, and for the 
American people watching the. hearings on 
television, is how to sift through these di- 
rectly conflicting claims and arrive at a con- 
sensus on whether Gates should be con- 
firmed as the person to lead the U.S. intel- 
ligence community into the 1990s. 

These hearings come at a critical mo- 
ment for the CIA and for American policy- 
makers. In the past, Congress focused on 
CIA involvement in assassinations and 
coups during the Cold War era. Lawmakers 
attempted to rein in the covert operators. 
Congressional oversight was, supposedly, 
strengthened; so were legal requirements 
for presidents to report to Congress 
through formal “findings” of the need for 
U.S. covert operations. 

But the Gates hearings have focused not 
on the CIA’s old “dirty tricks” department 
but on its analytical branch because that is 
where Gates has his roots. That is also 
where the agency is expected to concen- 
trate its energies in the future. 

Now, in a time both of military reductions 
and new economic constraints, the United 






States needs to depend , on the kinds of 
sound economic and political assessments 
that will help it forge policies to deal with 
different complex problems — among them, 
rising ethnic and racial turbulence and the. 
prospect of internal chaos within the bor- 
ders of the old Soviet empire. i 

In that new world, the intelligence analysts 
will play ever important roles. It is the par- 
adox of the current confirmation hearings 
that while Gates is a veteran analyst, he is 
now being accused of having skewed analysis 
to suit the ideological views of covert oper- 
ators who have presided over the CIA. 

To a Fuller, the serious charges against 
Gates of politicization of intelligence, re- 
ports are unfounded. “While I know and re- 
spect Mel Goodman as a very knowledge- 
able and experienced Soviet analyst," he 
said yesterday, “in all frankness I do not 
readily recognize the Bob Gates described 
in his testimony.” 

To a Goodman, Gates should not be con- 
firmed because of his record as Casey’s 
deputy during the Reagan years. “Gates’s 
role in this activity was to corrupt the pro- 
cess and the ethics of intelligence oh all of 
these issues,” he charged. ... He pandered 
to Casey’s agenda. . . . dates’s other con- 
tribution was to ignore and suppress signs 
of Soviet strategic retreat, including the 
collapse of the Soviet Union itself.” : 







